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In the course of the nineteenth century, especially after
the events of 1878, Russia had come to regard the closure
of the Dardanelles against foreign warships by the Sultan
as a valuable protection and asset for Russia. As Count
Kapnist remarked iL May, 1897: "Russia needs this gate-
keeper [portier] in Turkish clothes for the Dardanelles,
which under no circumstances ought to be opened* The.
Black Sea is a Russian mare clausum" n This remained
one of the corner-stones of Russian policy down to the
World War. Russia did not desire any modification of the
treaties which excluded warships of the other Great Powers
from ingress into the Black Sea.
But the treaties which excluded Russian war vessels
from passing inward or outward through the Straits of the
Bosphorus and Dardanelles were quite a different matter,
These were humiliating restrictions. They were inconsistent
with Russia's prestige as a Great Power. They were con-
trary to her ambitions since Peter the Great's day for the
control of a free outlet to the Mediterranean. They were a
serious and positive handicap when she was engaged in war,
11GP., XII, 285. On the earlier history of the closure of the
Straits, see above, ch. ii, note 27; on the later history, E. A. Adamov,
Konstantinopol i Prolivy [Russia and the Straits], 2 vols., Moskva, 192&-
26; E. A. Adamov, Razdel Aziatskoe Turtsii [Partition of Asiatic Turkey],
Moskva, 1924; I. M. Zakher, "Konstantinopol i Prolivy" in Kramyi
Arkhiv, VI, 48-76; VII, 32-54 (1924); A. Fopov, "Pervaia Balkanskaia
Voina" [First Balkan War], ftti, XV, 1-29, XVI, 3-24 (1926); M. N,
Pokrovski, Drei Konferenzen, Berlin, 1920; B. Shatzky: "La question de
Constantinople et des Detroits," in Rev. d'Hist. de la Guerre Mondiale,
IV, 289-309; V, 19-43 (Oct., 1926; Jan., 1927); GP., X, 1-41, 70 f., 109-
114; XI, 99-106; XH, 47-87; XIV, 531-563; XVII, 34, 84, 102; XVIII,
409-446; XIX, 229-244; and XXH, XXVI, XXVII, XXX-XXXIX, pas-
sim; Livre Jaime: UAlliance Franco-Russe, p. 19ff.; Affaires Balkaniquesf
M.F.R., L.N., Stieve, and Conrad, passim; a good brief account by G.
Frantz, "Die Meerengenfrage in der Vorkriegspolitik Russland," in DeuUche
Rundschau, LIII, 142-160 (Feb., 1927); P. Mohr, "Konstantinopel und die
Meerengenfrage/' in Meereshmde, Heft 178X1927); and-the references
below in the present chapter.